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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 


(1 ) Marc A Patterson . 

(2) Art Kluepel . 


Date of Interview: 22 March 2004. 


(3) Cheryl J. Brickev . 

(4) - 


Type: a)IE 


Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 


Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)[X] Yes e)0 No. 

If Yes, brief description: Optical components were sent by Applicant, and during the intervew the Examiner was 
instructed bv the Applicant how to view light through the components in order to demonstrate an effect ot the 
invention . 

Claim(s) discussed: all of the record . 

Identification of prior art discussed: all of the record . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)[X] was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general najure of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: The claimed invention vs me prior art of record, particularly whether the claims, as 
currently written, overcome the prior art of record. Applicant stated that it would not be obvious to vary the diffuse light 
transmission and light transmission efficiency, since any optimization to improve one would degrade the other. . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 


THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 


Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
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a rZ a l°/ Pat ! n ' E f am ' ning Procedure < MPEP >. Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

applicat tXXiTSZ SiSKSST ZS&Z^&EZ* ^ ^ ^ « *° an — •» -de of record in the 


anniir^tv. u .1. wi any iaw3-iu-ie»L«, viueo conrerence, ( 

application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

in A« a ■ 4 I Paragraph (b) 

in every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examinpr a mmnio^ .vnHon ^ * * ^ 

warranting favorable action must be fi ,ed by .be appHcant. An interview doeTn^rToS ^TfflT^JuS 132, 

ah k ■ 1 1 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writina 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding if Gallon !£SK2K °" *" ^ N ° attenti ° n W " bS ^ t0 

incompie X&£t^^SZ£^ SSlS ^ °" ^ * the 0ffiCe if « is 

^mSS 

which bear directly on the question of patentabihty responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

interview byTec^ <£> interview ™ " matter of substance has been discussed during the 

requirements for which iSew recordaton? oSse ?^^S^«5?ffi. Cn Sf ^f^n mMefS ' direCted sole 'y t0 restriction 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in SSSSS^ tTZrtlSll^^ * f™™™ 9 Pr0Cedure ' ° r pointin 3 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an E^rl^^^^^ ** 

XontentsSnX^e^ f ^ * lhe ""SffiKtia'Sid on «he 

circumstances dictate, the Form shouid be " « 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, ^uoieu, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) fnteS^^^^^^ 0f 3 Substan « ve -» ■ -less these are a.ready described on the 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

6 a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and examiner.) 

J lhe examiner "* 9enera ' ' M ° f ° UtC ° me ° f the ^rview uniess already described in the ,nten,iew Summary Form completed by 

accurate. <h--^ record is not comp.ete and 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

--■mJIXEE^ the e ™ Sh0U,d send a letter set,in 9 forth «h» examiner's version of the 

paper recording the substan^e^ *. indication, "interview Record OK" on the 
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